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P.S. May I make a faint rebuttal to your review of H%rkman & ?%23on~s ttBacteri21 Physio- 
Logy”. Certa~ one may argue that phag% ought to be taksn up in more detail, 
but this is usually done in Virology rather than bacterial physiology. My own 
chapter was one of the most peripheral. in the book-and in it, phage the least 
central item. I could not give a full histbrical summary-- if I quoted the earlier 
French writings (which very few of the students at this level would be able to read) 



I should havs to 20 into the moot question of phage as a llheredihary vitiation" . 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ jz; 

ovsrxealous in reporting that BurnGtls early wrk was*Qnored. I should have 
liked tu see a proper treatment of &age physfaiogy, but tii? ~46~ %yon;? the scope 
of the book. k more appropriate criticism would be the vi+ in which enzymatic 
adaptklivn ~\s.s ignored. Unfortunately, this subject feli bsizoen the many stools 
of tile sli7erai. nziters and editors, and by the tinw this *as r&Lized, it was 
too lair; io $.C'i .:,'L 1;. Z~d.3 i+u!zsg ni,t. d co-tise, renedy the :hfect. 


